
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- February 23, 1966 

Appeal #8597 George and Jean W. Kalavit inos,  appe l l an t s  

The Zoning Administrator D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appel lee  

On motion duly made, seconded, and unanimously ca r r i ed ,  the  following 
Order was entered  by t h e  Board a t  i t s  meeting on March 4, 1966. 

EFFECTID DATE OF ORDER: Apr i l  12, 1966 
ORDERED: 

That t h e  appeal f o r  a var iance  from t h e  p r ~ v i s i o n s  of Sect ion 7202.1 
t o  permit waiver of 5 o f f - s t r ee t  parking spaces a t  4715-21 Texas Avenue, S.E., 
l o t  114, square 5350,be~granted.  

From t h e  records and t h e  evidence adduced a t  t h e  publ ic  hearing, t h e  
Board f inds  t h e  following fac t s :  

(1) Appellants '  l o t  i s  located i n  t h e  R-5-A D i s t r i c t .  

(2) Appellants proposes t o  e r e c t  a 24 u n i t  apartment building on 
t h e  site. 

(3) The proposed building w i l l  contain 16 two-bedroom apartments 
and 8 one-bedroom apartments. 

(4) S e c t i ~ n  7202.1 requi res  t h a t  a l l  s t r u c t u r e s  i n  t h e  R-5-8 
D i s t r i c t  s h a l l  be provided with one parking space f o r  each dwelling uni t .  

(5) Under t h e  provisions of t h e  above ru le ,  appel lant  
would be required t o  fu rn i sh  24 parking spaces. 

(6) Appellants '  plans show provisions f o r  19 parking spaces. 

(7) The topography of t h e  a rea  i s  such t h a t  appe l l an t s  must bui ld  
a s u b s t a n t i a l  r e t a in ing  wall  a s  a por t ion  of t h e  l o t  has a very s t eep  grade. 

(8) There was no opposi t ion t o  t h e  grant ing  of t h i s  appeal expressed 
a t  t h e  publ ic  hearing. 

W e  a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  appel lants  have proven a hardship wi th in  
t h e  meaning of t h e  var iance  c lause  of t h e  Zoning Regulations, and t h a t  a 
den ia l  of t h e  request  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  pecu l i a r  and exceptional  p r a c t i c a l  
d i f f i c u l t i e s  and undue hardship upon t h e  owner. 
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W e  are further of the opinion that th i s  r e l i e f  can be granted without 
substantial detriment t o  the public good and without substantial ly impairing 
the intent,  purpose, and integri ty  of the zone plan as embodied in the 
Zoning Regulations and Map. 


